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A Vindication of the Proccedings of ſome Members of the Lower Houſe of 
the Laſt Convocation, with relation to the Archbiſhop's Prorogation of it 


upon the Eighth of May. 


In a Letter to the Publiſher of the Late 


Houſe about Adjournments. 


SIR, 


Here does ſo much depend upon a true 
Repreſentation of the Seſſion of the 
Lower Houſe of the laſt Convocation 
on the eighth of May, and a right judg- 
ment of the proceedings that follow d 
upon it; that I hope it will be excuſable it attempt 
a particular Vindication of that which ſome of us were 
ſo immediately concern'd in, and have been ſo ill uſed 
about; tho there is a fuller, and I am perſuaded a 
juſter Account given of all that paſſed in the laſt Con- 
vocation, than the Narrative publiſhed by you affords, 
even of what you pretend to relate. 

And that I may do this with the more ſatisfaction 
to thoſe who for want of being Eye Witneſſes, are 
leſs able to judge of the points diſputed among us. 

1. I will fr give an Account of what concern'd 
the Intimation of the Archbiſhop's Prorogation this Seſ- 
ſion, from your Narrative, compared with what are 
now call'd the Minutes, but were in truth the Ads of 
the Houſe. Jo 

2. I will endeavour fo to correct and clear this Ac- 
count, that the true matter of fact may appear. 

3. I will from ſuch a ſtate of it ſhew ; that what 
Dr. Yerney and other Members with him did upon it, 
was _—— to their duty: And ought not to have 
been ſo treated in the Houle as it was; or repreſen- 
ted to the World as it is. 

Before I enter upon the Account of the Proroga- 
tion of this Seſſion, I muſt beg leave to premiſe as I 
ſeriouſly do, the trouble it is to me to be engaged in 
a Diſpute of this nature, wherein the Church in ge- 
neral muſt ſuffer, which fide of the Queſtion ſoever 
prevails, and where there is no clearing one part of 
our Order without laying the blame on another. 

But as it is fit the blame ſnou d lye on thoſe, who 
have done moſt to deſerve it; and no man can help 
the ariſing of differences: So neither can any Man, 
how well ſoever diſpoſed, do more, when they hap- 
pen; than carry himſelf with Charity and Integrit 
in them. Both theſe duties, I hope to obſerve in al 
that I am going to ſay : And that I may not miſtake 
at firſt ſetting out ; I will tranſcribe the words of the 
Narrative aboutthe matter in queſtion, ( pag. 54. 55.) 

When the Offer for a Committe to inſpe# the As of this 
Convocation of both Houſes, came to be debated ,the Houſe 
declined it; and--- We agreed that ſome Members ſpecially 
deputed, ſpou d wait upon his Grace and the five Biſhops, 
that were named for the Committee, humbly to repreſent to 


Narrative of the Proceedings of that 


their Lordſhips the Senſe of the Houſe, and to prevent their 
ting in expectation of us, when they cou'd not be at- 
ended by us. | 

Some of the Deputed Members , thy they willing- 
ly undertooþ the delivery of this Meſſage, yet deſired 
to be excuſed from giving an account of it, in an inter- 
mediate Seſſion which they found the Hue inclined to 
appoint. To which the Prolocutor reply d, that they might 
however do it, and time encugh, on the day to which their 
Lordſhips had Ad jou nd, which he often had occaſion t9 
tell them, was the ſixteenth. A particularity which 
the Reader will be pleaſed to pardon here, becauſe hcre- 
after he will find it neceſſary : And for the ſame reaſon 
give us leave to tell him, that before this, Another Mem- 
ber deſiring the Archbiſhsp's Schedule ſhou'd be read, and 
the reading of it being oppoſed by divers Members of the 
Houſe, The Prolocutor told him he might read it if he 
pleaſed himſelf and ſee the day, but he ſtill inſiſting that 
he ought to be told, to what day the Biſhops were ad- 
journ'd; the Prolocutor told him openly to the Sixteenth, 
whereupon he went out. Theſe things done, the Houſe 
agreed to meet between nine and twelve the next morning, 
and the Prolocutor adjourn'd accordingly, 

After the Reſolution above mention d of appointin 
no Committee, c. the Minutes proceed thus. (Seſſ. 1 8. 
Et nominarunt quinque hijusCætus ad fignificandum eii ſen- 
tent iam hujus Domus quoad præmiſſa; Et his geſtis prolata 
propoſetaque a Prolocutore Scheduld quam ab Reverendiſſimo 
prius acceferat & pei quam Convocatio in ſuperiori Domo 
proregata fuerat uſque ad 7+ in diem Veneris 16® diem 
inſtantis Mentis Maii, Decreverunt Convocationem quo.:d 
hanc Domum continuandam fore in diem craſtinum inter 
horas nonam toy duodecimam ante meridiem cjuſdem diet ;; 
Quam Dom, Prolocutor ſic continuavit, monuitque, &c. 

By this Entry in the Minutes, or rather 4s, 1 
doubt not but the Reader will be led to think, that 
there was a formal propoſal of the Schedule with the 
day appointed by it; eſpecially if he know alfo, as I 
undertake to aſſure him, that the day of the Schedule 
is thus entred in no other Seſſion bur this, and yet the 
Narrative does not pretend to { much, tho” it ſpeaks 
of the occaſion which the Prolocutor often had to tell 
the day; of which more by and by; nay it fays what 
is inconſiſtent with it, upon another Me inbe/'s deſiring the 
Archbiſhop's Schedule ſhou'd be read; which was oppoſed 
by Divers Members of the Houſe, and the Prolocut x 
told him, he might read it if he pleaſed himjelf and ſee the 
day. And all that his inſiſting got, accordin to rhe 
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Narrative was to be openly told it at laſt : this does 


not look as if the Schedule had been produced and 
propoſed with the Day; which had prevented that 
worthy Member's repeated demands 

Nor will this inconſiſtence be taken off, by the 
Narrative's putting this Members inſiſting to know the 
Day before the other Members excuſing themſelves : 
for thoſe Members did not excuſe themſelves, till 
the Intimation of the Schedule was over ruled by an 
Adjournment to the next day; nor were there any more 
words about the Schedule after that worthy Member 
went our, who ſtaid till rhe Adjournment to the 
next day was order'd, tho' perhaps not till it was 
formally pronounced. For as he had no occaſion to 
inſiſt upon knowing the Day, it he had not ſtaid 
till the Queſtion of Intimation was put, and deny d; 
fo the Anfiver given him in the Narrative, implys the 
refuſal, of a formal propoſal of the Schedule with 
expreſs mention of the Day, and another Anſwer 
which was as certainly given him, viz. that it was 
anreaſonable for him to deſire a privilege that other 
Members did not inſiſt on, does as plainly ſhew that the 
formal intimation had been before over ruled: be- 
cauſe this Anſwer cou'd not be given him upon his 
calling for that, which was inſiſted on by many; who 
did not indeed preſs afterward to know the Day in 
a leſs authori tative way, when they cou'd nor have 
it in the legal one. 

2. Having taken this view of theſe two Accounts, 
compared with each other, I ſhall proceed ro examine 
them apart, and to begin with the Narrative, muſt 
obſerve that ſome Members are brought in excufing 
themſelves from giving an account of their Meſſage 
abour declining the Commitree on an intermediate 
Seſſion : Whereas there was but one Member con- 
cern'd in that Meſſage that did ſo. Dr. Verney did 
indeed excuſe himſelf, upon that Account; but his 
Meſſage was not to one of thoſe Biſhops, but to the 
Archbiſhop; in which Mr. Needham was joyn'd 
with him; and it was a Meflage of a very different 
Nature. Dr. Trimnell was the only Member, that 

yd to be excuſed from giving an Account of the 
other Errand about the Committee, and the Anſwer 
given him was not what we find in the Narrative, 
viz. that he might however do it, and time enough on the 
day to which their Lordſhips had adjourn'd, but in a 
pretty ſharp manner to this Effect, that he need 
not trouble himſelf to return with an Account of his 
Meſſage, which was only to be left with the Bi- 
ſnop to whom he was ſent to prevent his coming to 
the Committee. 

And the Anſwer given to Dr. Verney, was very dif- 
ferent from that mentioned in the Narrative, for he 
having another Member joyn'd with him, who agreed 
to the intermediate Adjournment, the Anſwer made 
him, was that the Account of the Meſſage ſhw'd be 
accepted from Mr. Needham only. So that the ex- 
cuſe as mention'd in the Narrative was really made 
bur by one of the Members; and the Anſwer there 
zecited given to neither of them. 


But to come to the Reaſon aſſign'd for makin 
theſe Excuſes, it was, ſays the Narative, becauſe they 


Hund the Houſe inclined to appoint an intermediate 


Seſſion. I will not here enquire how hard or how 
caſy it was for us to divine what the Houſe intend- 
ed to do before they had done it; but it was no dif- 
ficult matter to underſtand a formal Order of the Houſe 
upon a ſet Queſtion, for adjourning to the next day: 
and ſuch an Order had paſſed, before either Dr. Ver- 
ney, or Dr, Trimnell made any Excuſe. This is ſuf- 
ficiently imply'd in the very nature of the Excuſe, 
which was not likely to have been made, upon a bare 
Suſpicion of an intermediate Seſſions being deſign d; 
befides thar borh theſe Perſons do very well remem- 
ber, that the Order for Adjourment was actually paſſed ; 
and they appeal to the Prolocutor and the Actuary, 
and the Houſe for the Truth of it: nor was their 
Excuſe indefinit againſt giving their account on an 
intermediate Seffion in general; but particularly, 
againſt returning with it to the Houſe the next day; 
— muſt ſuppſe, that ſuch a Seſſion was 
ed. 

I muſt farther obſerve that in the Account of the 
Narrative, 'tis faid the Prolocutor often had occaſion to 
tell us that their Lordſhip's day was the ſixteenth. How 
often he had occaſion to tell us this, I cannot juſt 
ſay; becauſe the Intimation was a great while in- 
fiſted on: but I am as fure as I can be of any 
ſuch thing that he actually told it but once, and that, 
by turning his head to the particular Member above, 
who far near him on his fide, and with fo low a 
voice and ſuch feeming unwillingneſs, as did not de- 
ſerve to be call'd a telling him open!y. 

I ſhall now proceed to make fome Remarks upon 
the account the Minutes give of this matter: And 
here the Schedule is introduced with more Cere- 
mony than in any other Seſſion of the whole Con- 
vocaticn, as I hinted before, which whether it cou d 
fairly be ſo, when it muſt be own'd there was leaſt 
notice taken of it; I will leave any impartial Reader 
to judge. 

Upon the zoth of May the Prolocutor did indeed 
notity the Day to which he told us their Lordſhips 
had adjourn'd : This we excepred againſt under our 
Hands, June 6th. as very defective and not coming 
up to an Intimstion of the Schedule; according to 
which the Lower Houſe was not'that Day prorogued ; 
and yet when Dr. Verney asked the Prolocutor, whe- 
ther he did as much on the 8th, as he did then 
on the zoth. he wou'd not pretend to ſay that he 
had; whereas was there any truth in this Entry of 
the 8rh he had done a great deal more. But in- 
deed there was on the 8th no producing or offering 
of the Schedule at all, but as oon as it was apprehend- 
ed that the buſineſs of the Day was over, there 
was a ſudden Call from ſeveral Members of the Houſe, 
for an Ad jhurnment to the next day, to the Surprize of 
us, who did not till then find the Inclination of che 
Houle to ſuch an Act; and the Debate that immediate- 
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ly aroſe upon this between thoſe who were for ir, caſe, but they are all burnt, or ctherwiſe deſtroy'd, 
and us, who expected the regular Intimation of the it ſeems; which as it leaves us more in the dark, 


Archbiſhop's Prorogation; ended after ſome time 
in a Queſtion put upon adjourning to the next Day or 
not? which was carried for adjourning accordingly : 
and when ſame attempt was made for reſuming the 
Debate, or having the Intimation made, we were 
over rul'd by being told, that the Order for Ad- 
jour ning to the next Day was paſt. 

This Account is true to a tittle ſo far as it is 
poſſible for me to charge my own Memory, who 
took particular notice, and am ſupported in it, by 
the Notes and Memorys of others; of whoſe vera- 
city there has hitherto been no Queſtion : and how 
this will agree with the Repreſentation of tie Aſi- 
nutes or Nairative, I muſt leave the World to de- 
termine. 

Only that I may not ſeem over raſh in advancing 
particular Memorys againſt the credit of Acts, I 
muſt beg leave to obſerve, that the Narrative comes 
from a particular Hand; what Orders ſcever were 
given about it: and that therefore another Account 
which I believe has gone thro' as many and as carc- 
ful Examiners as that did at the time of its haſty 
appearing, may be fir to be heard and conſidered 
againſt it. 

"I have alſo ſhewn that the Narrative does not 

with the Minutes, which gives me the greater 
liberty to differ from both, under the Protection of 
thoſe Reaſons I have offered for fo doing: and as 
ro the Minutes themſelves, I muſt farther obſerve, 
onda at preſent very improperly under that 
me. 

The Book in which are written, was call'd 
an Al Book at firſt, and ſo continued till toward 
the end of the Seſſions, as it ſhou'd ſtill have been 
called : for the Minutes are properly the firſt foul 
draughts of what paſſes in the Houſe, and were in 
ours taken in looſe Sheets upon the ſeveral Days, 
and tranſcribed fair into this Book againſt rhe next 
Seſſion, and being then read and allowed, were fully 
and perfectly Acts: I do not remember that rhis 
was omitted above once, and then it was excuſed 
upon the ARuary's want of time for it. 

Now whether the entry in the Book of this 8th 
of May, which is at preſent in 2 was accord- 
ing to the Original Minutes in the Sheer, I cannot 
certainly tell; The Bock it ſelf has not been uſed 
as the Nature of ſuch a Book does require, there 
are two or three Leaves cut out of it, and one in 
this very Seſſion, tho' before the Act was perfectly 
tranſcribed, as the Actuary ſays; and upon the 
miſtake of turning over two leaves together: I do not 
take upon me to contradict his Account, but any 
one will allow that ſuch a miſtake as he mentions, 
ſhou'd have been corrected as it might in a manner 
more free of Suſpicion. 

Were the firſt Minutes preſerved was ought to 
have been, they wou'd be of great uſe in this 


ſo it gives us more room to doubt of the exact agree- 
ment of what ſtands in the Book, with the Shects 
that are gone. 

However, this loſs is both to be blamed, and 
lamented the more in the judgment of the Narra- 
tive; becauſe comparing Minutes and Acts, it ſays, 
p. 35. that Minutes are not the leſs to be credited for 
their being talen on the Place, nw Regiſters the more 


for their teing fill'd up afterwaid upon Memory. And 


whether the conſidering Notary that extend ſuch Minutes 
into Aﬀs has not more occaſion to truſt his Memory, 
than the haſty Minute Writer, the Reader is left t. 
determine, If it be fo, and if the Publiſher of che 
Narrative had the command of the firſt Minutes, as 
methinks he ſhou'd have, he cannot be excvſed for 
permitting them to be ſo managed and loſt : nor 
dies the Order made in the Houſe, June 13. when 
all cr moſt of us were gone our, look well in this cafe, 

Sefl. 27. A Committee appoirted to peruſe the Mi- 
nutes of this Lawer-houſe, as they have teen read to them, 
and therefrom to draw an Att-Boch, a Copy whereop 
atteſted by the Aﬀuary is order'd to be left with the 
Prolocutor; and the ſaid Committee to be named by the 
Prolocutor : And farther, that the Prolocutor with any 
three of the Members, appointed ts draw the Narrative, 
ſhall have leave to publiſh the ſame, as they ſhall think fit. 

Upon this, I muſt remind you of what I mention d 
before; that what was read to the Houie, was read as 
the Acts of the former Seſſion, tranſcribed into the 
Book, from the Minutes taken at the time in the 
Sheet: ſo that it was not right in this order to call 
them, The Minutes of this Houſe, as they bad been read 
to them: Nor can I ſee any End in calling them ſo 
now, but in order to put them more in the powet 
of the then Prolocutor and his Committee , to form 
Acts from them. Whether any ſuch Acts have been 
form d, conſiderably different from thoſe in the 
Book return'd to the Archbiſhop, is more than I know, 
bur here is a Power given, for that Purpoſe: And 
whether the Narrative was publiſhed from the Book 
that is rerurn'd , or from any ſuch Acts, I cannot 
derermin ; bur I have obſerv'd a difference between 
the Narrative and theſe As which are now call'd 
Minutes; and therefore conſidering withal that che 
proper Minutes are loft, hope I may without very great 
Pretumprion contront the Narrative wich my Account ; 
which has as good, and as fairhtul Memories,and more 
Reaſon from the Nature and Circumſtances of Things 
ro ſupport it. 

Suppoſing then that this Account of Setting aſide 
the Archbiſhop's Schedule of Prorogation cn May 8. 
ro be true, I will proceed to fhew : 

III. That what Dr. Verney, and other Members with 
him did upon it, was very agreeable to their Duty, 
and ought not to have been ſo treated in the Houle as 
it was, or repreſented to the World as it is. 


A 2 The 


« 
4 wer wouy* WV 


| The Narrative has given the World the Paper 
preſented by Dr. Verney, with the omiſſion only of 
the Word deſired, whether thro' Deſign or Neglect, I 


pretend not to ſay; tho the rudeneſs and aſſuming, 


charged upon this Paper in the Houſe, would tempt 
one to think, that the leaving out a Word which 
would ſoften that Charge, was not meer inadver- 
rence. 


However, I will beg leave to give a more perfect 
Copy of it. 


May it pleaſe your Grace : 


J am deſird and empower d by ſeveral Members of the 
Lower-houſe of Comvocation, humbly to preſent an Addreſs 
to your Grace, That you wou'd be pleaſed not to interpret 


their Abſence this Day, from their Attendance in Henry 


the Seventh's Chapel as any the lea$ diſreſpe& of your 
Grace Prorogat ion of the Convocation, to which we ſhall, 
as we are by Law and Conſcience bound, always pay due 
Obedience; and which, we do apprehend, was to this day. 
And the reaſon upon which we preſume to abſent our 
felves is, Becauſe your Grace's la$t Prorogation, was not 
intimated to the Lower-houſe of Convocation by the Pro- 
tcutor, Whereupon, we humbly conceived , that ſhoud 
we meet this Day, and concurr in any Convocational Act 
by virtue of any other Prorogation, than what iſſues from 
your Grace; we ſhou'd involve our ſelves in a Pradtice 
which we utterly diſavow ; and which we apprehend, 
wol be of dangerous conſequence to the Church of Eng- 
land, and the Rights of the Convocation, 75 your Grace s 
Province of Canterbury. And I farther humbly beſeech 


your Grace, to permit ſuch of our Members of the Lower- 


noſe of Convocation as ſhall deſire it, leave to ſubſcribe 
heir Names to this Addreſs, to which in all Humility 
Ind Sincerity, I ſubſcribe my own Name, this 16" day 
of May, 1701. 


Geo. Verney, Proc. Diæceſ. Linc. 


Will. Stanly, o. Whirefoor, 

Sam. Freeman, 0. Jefferys, 

C. Trimnell, Giles Pooley, 

William Sherlock, William Hayley, 
William Beverege, Joh. Evans, 


Tho. Littel, Rich. Bow chier. 


By this it appears, what we alledged as the 
Ground of our Abſence and Excuſe: and that the 
Archbiſhop's Prorogation, was not intimated, but on 
the Contrary directly over-ruled, I have . ſhewn al- 
ready at large: and therefore am here to account 
only for rhe juſtneſis of our repretenting this Cauſe 
of our Abſence, May 16. And a juſt Act it was, if 
it was fir to keep our ſelves from being acceſſary to 
a formal Contempt of the Archbiſhop's Authority, 
and to preſerve a Conſiſtency in our own Actings; 
neither of which we cou'd do, unleſs a Remonſtrance 
of ſome kind or other was made, to ſhew, we diſ- 
approved the Proceedings which ſeem'd to us ex- 


(4) 


cremely irregular ; and which brought us ſtill under 


new Difficulties, every time we attended. 

Some of us were ſo ſenſible of this, that we cou'd” 
not attend at the beginning of the Houſe, May 8. 
becauſe of the preceding Irregularities, and our 
being unable to appear as aſſenting to the Acts of an 
Intermediate Seſſion, whieh were to be read on 
that Day. 

This 28 grew more viſible to all of us, who 
differcd from the Majority; upon the formal Con- 
tempt put upon the Archbiſhop and Biſhops this day, 
as well by withholding the fight of our Book, and 
refuſing to appoint the Committee, as by over-ruling 
the Schedule: And therefore we thought our ſelves 
concern'd to adviſe with one another about it, which 
I think was the firſt thing like conſulting together, 
that ever we did. 

And I will appeal to the Reverend Dr. Beverege, 
with what tenderneſs we procceded in our Delibera- 
tions upon this Matter, with regard to our Brethren 
who put us under theſe Difficulties: And we fixed 
at firſt upon a verbal Repreſentation of this Matter, 
as the gentler way, if that ſhou'd appear a proper 
Method; agreeing, that it was not fit for us to attend in 
the Houſe upon that Day: When our Thoughts and In- 
rentions were communicated to the Perſons concern'd, 
to receive them; it was judged moſt expedient, to 
prevent all Miſtakes , that our Repreſentation, what- 
ever it was, ſhou'd be made in Writing; and 
Dr. Verney was accordingly defired to deliver our 
Senſe, and excuſe our Abſence in the manner he did. 

This, had not been long done , before we un- 
derſtood that it gave our Brethren on the other ſide 
great Offence; they expreſyd , as we heard, great 
Diſpleaſure againſt us, how juſtly, we ſhall pre- 
{ently ſee; and the Intimation , which for a whole 
Week had been never ſo much as pretended, now 
began to be ſpoke of , as having been ſufficiently 
made; and we were charged with miſrepreſenting, 
our Brethren ; a Charge, which I hope it will not be 
hard ta clear our ſelves of. 

For if the Matter of Fa& was as I have related 
above, and as I am fully aſſured it was, there was 
2 falſe in what we alledged; and farther to 
ſhew that there was not, I will add here ſome other 
Remarks, to confirm-my Account. 

All of our Judgment that ſtaid to the end of that 
Seſſion, came away full of the ſenſe of the Indignity 
offer d the Archbiſhop, in ſuperſeding his Schedule; 
we looked on it as a new Encroachment, and o 
ſpoke of it where-cver we came; nor did we ever 
find our ſelves contradicted, for a whole Weck togc- 
ther: But our Brethren of the Majority ſeem'd to us 
to look upon 1t, as a Point they had gain d. 

The Archbiſhop had heard of it, before Dr. Verne) 
and Mr. Needham waited on him that Day with the 
Meſſage of the Houſe, and took notice of it to them : 


Nor 
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Nor did Mr. Needham pretend that His Grace had 
been miſinform'd in that matter. | 

One of our own Members who went immediately 
after it into the Country, wrote to another ot us about 
it, not knowing what we intended, and call'd it a 
new Step, and ſaid that we cou'd not be blamed it we 
did not attend the th. And when this matter be- 
gan to be queſtion'd we ſeverally and rogether - recol- 
leted many circumſtances confirming the truth of 
what we alledged. 

Several Anſwers were given by the Prolocutor to 
avoid the Intimation of the Schedule, or even the pub- 
lick notifying the day our of it, as That he could tell 
it any one privately if he pleaſed, or he might come and 
read it, which is own'd in the Narrative; bur tis far- 
ther remembred that when the Dean of Winton in- 
ſiſted on the Intimation, the Prolocutor ſaid, Sir, 794 
know we have aſſerted our right to adjourn our ſelves, or 
words to that effect. And when he preſsd afterward, 
at leaſt to know the day, It was ſaid in the Houſe, 
that if the Members pleaſed to attend rhe Seſſion ot 
the Houſe, they wou'd know the Archbithop's day 
time enough before it came, which is preſumption 
enough that the Adjournment of the Houſe was or- 
der'd before this Anſwer was made, as we do well 
remember it to have been. 

Bur not to put out own Cauſe wholly upon our 
own Memories, tho' they will bear as much as the 
Memories of other Men; I am contented our Allega- 
tion ſhou'd be tryd, by the very Entry in the Book ir 
ſelf out of which it was read to the Houſe : For in 
that, tho the Schedule as I obſerved is introduc'd with 
more than ordinary Form, and the day ot the Schedule 
is mention d in the Minute, yet it is not polinvely 
faid the day was exprefly propoſed, but only that 
the Schedule, (by which the Convecation was ad- 
journ'd above to the 14th ) was produced and propo- 
fed : however underiiand it as you will, eicher atrer all 
according to this, there was no intimarion of the day, 
or it was intimated only in order to be ſet aſide; 
as the Irregularitics complain'd of by the Biſhops, 
in an2ther caſe were: For upon this producing the 
Schedule, the Houſe decreed that the Convocation 
of the Lower Houſe ſhou'd be adjourn'd to the next 
day, which is yet a more flat bearing down ot the 
Schedule than we repreſented, and makes it unpoſ- 
ſible for us to be convicted of Falſhood in ſaying the 
Archbiſhop's Prorogation was not intimated, by which 
every fair Reader knows we mean'd, it was not 
obey d: For we abſented our ſelves; upon the diſ- 
obedience of the Houſe to the Archbiſhop; and nor 
upon our ignorance of the day, which our very Ad- 
dreſs ſuppoſed us to know. 

And therefore all rhe little Exceptions made up- 
on our preſumed knowing of the day, in the Counter 
Addreſs of the Houſe, might better have been ſpared, 
as betraying a want of more lubſtantial Objections 
againſt us; tho' even thoſe are not true as there re- 
preſented, for Dr. Trimnell was not told the day, as 


the Prolocutor thought he had been; the Anſwer given 
him upon his excuſing his coming the next day, was 
that I have reported above, and he ſat too far off thar 
day to be ſure that he heard diſtinctly what was ſaid 
in a lo voice to a Member that ſat next the Prolo- 
cutor. . 

And now whether the Intimation of the Archbi- 
ſhop's Prorogation was not over-ruled as we alledged, 
I will leave any indifferent perſon to judge, nay I 
dare leave it to all the Members that voted againſt us, 
who ( notwithſtanding the attempt of ſome Mem- 
bers to make what was ſaid in that manner to the 
Dean of W, an Intimation) never thought fit to reſolve 
upon a clear Queſtion that the Prorogation was Intima- 
ted; nor was the Paper preſented by Dr. Verney 
charged with Falſltood in any of the Reſolutions of 
the Committee that ſat upon it, as wou'd have appear d, 
cou d Dr. Verney have obtain'd a Copy of thoſe Reſc- 
lutions which was very unfairly deny'd him. 

Nay the Counter-Addreſs as it ſtands in the Narrative 
or the As ( tho' induſtrioutly worded ro hurt us as 
much as ir cou'd ) does not that I find, charge it witir 
Falſhood in matter of Fact; but only as to the Conſe- 
quences we ſuggeſted, which indeed are call'd falſe 
and frivolous, and we are complain d of as uſing the 
Houte very ill without being contradicted as to the 
truth of the fact we alledged : And therefore I will 
beg leave to add a little, in farther Vindication o“ 
our proceeding upon it. 

And here I muſt obſerve a great fallacy in the ar- 
guing of the Addreſs of rhe Houſe againſt the Sub- 
{cribers; which ſays, that it cannot be thought that 
an Aſſembly once Lawfully appointed, can become nit 
L awful by the Summons to it being repeated in an A. 
Jemily eſteem'd not ſo Lawful. Whereas this Aſſem- 
bly of the Lower Houſe on the 16th was never Lau 
tully appointed in the Lower Houſe; as it ſhou'd have 
been to have given any force to this Argument, which 
tor want of that circumſtance is more impertinent, to 
return the civility, than our Objection which it was 
brought to remove; for we who accounted the Con- 
tinuations of the whole Convocation de Seſfime in 


» Seſſionem, to be in the Archbiſhop and Bithops, cou d 


neither ſee this power flatly difown'd, nor make ous: 
{elves parties to any other connexion of Seſſions: Nor 
conſequenly meet on the 16th of May upon an Ad- 
journment from the 14th, which was nor the Archi- 
biſhop's ; and there was no other Adjournment in the 
Lower Houſe for us to meer upon : Nor cou'd we on 
the 16th, allow what patled on the 14th to be Con- 
vocation Act. And yet with all theſe Difficulties we 
muſt have entangled our felves, had we appear'd the 
16th; as we were engaged with ſome of them the 
zoth; and were forced to extricate our ſelves by a 
Proteſtation, which the Houſe wou'd not permit us. 
to enter. 

But we were not otherwiſe involved in the irregu- 
lar adjournment as we inoud have been, by Appear- 
ing the 16th, tho the Houſe pretended we equally. 

were; 


NS 


were; for as chey were then told, (what they did 
not ſo patiently hear as the Narrative ſays) there was 
a great difference in theſe two caſes: For many of us 
"who abſented the 16th had been Eye-witneſſes the 
8th of a great contempt caſt upon the Schedule of 
Prorogation, and were concluded by an irregular Ad- 
journment; whereas on the 16th the Archbithop did 
not expoſe his Schedule to be fo treated, but only ſiꝑ- 
nity'd by his Regiſter in Henry the 7th, Chapel, 
that the Convocation was Prorogued to the 3oth ; and 
we who were abſent, having ſufficient notice of 
this , and not being concern'd with what was done 
by the Houſe in a Seffion, we had formally withdrawn 
our ſelves from; met the next as we cou'd, taking care 
to preſerve our ſelves from being involved in any 
intermediate Seffions. And therefore I cannot ſee 
How our appearing the 3orh proved that cur Abſence 
the 16th was a fault, eſpecially when we took care to 
make our. Excuſe where the Cognifance of it did 
properly lay. : ; 

But this I doubt was our fault, it was this I am ſen- 
fible brought the diſpleaſure of our Brethren upon us 
£0 ſuch a degree, that we were toid in the Houſe we 
were not fit ro fit in it, that we were Defamers of the 
Proceedings of the Houſe, and did things of ſuſpicious 
Conſtruction, with other hard words while this mat- 
ter was under debate: And in the Addreſs drawn up 
againſt us, what we did is ſaid to have been 4 very diſ- 
orderly thing, deſtructive of the Conſtitution of the Lower 
Houſe, and of pernicious conſequence, tending to increaſe 
#he miſunderſtanding between the Upper and Lower Houje, 
and contrary to our Duty to both. | 

And yet I ſee no juſt cauſe for all this Severity, it 
wou'd be very hard if any Members of Convocation, 
ſhou'd not have rhe liberry of publickly exempring 
themſelvesfrom the proceedings ot the Majority when 
they conceived them to be very irregular. 

If this contempt of the Archbiſhop's Authority is 
an Innovation in our Conſtitution, as I am fully per- 
ſuaded it is, twas fit ſome ſhou'd appear againit it: 
and if it was the right of the Houſe to do as they did, 
where was the injury of repreſenting in Form to the 
Archbiſhop and Biſhops, that which we had already 
done in Diſcourſe to them and the World, without 
contradiction for a Whole week together? had we 
not dene it in ſo formal a manner, there had been 
indeed ſome ground to have call'd our proceeding 4 
Clandeſtine way. 

Bur to lay ſuch a marter before the Upper Houſe, 
as cou d at moſt only give the Lower Houſe an oppor- 
runiry, of making good or dropping their claim; was 
nocauſe of Complaint, confidering that we knew not 
How to go on, till this point was determin'd. 

It was not fit that a Controverted practice of ſuch 
conſcquence as this ſnoud go on without any inter- 
ruption, and never be brought to bear; when the Arch- 
bithop and Biſhops had ſo early engaged to conſider 
any thing we had to lay before them concerning our 
Rights; and had ſo far made good their engagement, 


as to give a full and diſtinct Anſwer to what we offer d 
at che beginning, without receiving any proper Reply. 

That we did not firſt make our Application to the 
Houſe, was from the nature of the Caſe we were in, 
who upon our Principle cou'd not regularly attend it 
and the refuſal of our Books and Committee to the 
Biſhops on the 8rh, gave us no encouragement to put in 
ſuch a Remonſtrance to the Houſe againſt ic ſelf; and 
the reception our Attempts of that kind afterward 
met with, is but roo go:d an Argument that we were 
not miſtaken. 

Beſides, I can truly ſry, That we took the Method 
we did, as a quieter Way than a formal Proteſtati- 
on wou'd have been; which we found our ſelves o- 
therwiſe under a neceſſity to make; and, which 
we were notwithſtanding driven to, the next Seſſions, 
with much more Ditturbance to our ſelves and the 
Houſe, than Dr. Verney's Paper occafion'd at the time 
of its being delivered, or than it needed to have 
afterwards done. | 

And yet we had no reaſon from the uſage we met 
with in the Houſe upon every Diſſent, to be very ten- 
der of the trouble of thoſe who brought us into theſe 
ſtreighrs; for the ſeveral Compliances we made to 
avoid all the Contention we cou'd, were urg d againſt 
us: And this very Seſſion of May 8. we were preſſed 
with our continuing to fit in the Houſe, after we 
knew there was a Scedule of Prorogation come down 
tho' we pleaded the Buſineſs that was ſent down with 
it, ro be diſparched before we broke up. 

Bur our Crime in this Repreſentation is aggravated 


it ſeems, by the ſmallneſs of our Number, who oughr 


not to have done any thing that looked like complain- 
ing of ſo great a Majority. I confeſs, I cannot appre- 
hend the force of this Argumenr : Are not all Acts 
that have the narure of Proteſtations , done by them 
that are over-ruled ? And, can any thing done in any 
Aſſembly, be excepred againſt by other Members, 
without ſuppoſing thoſe Members to be fewer than 
thoſe whoſe Acts are diſliked ? If indeed it was true, 
as we were told in the Houſe, that we ought to be ſo 
far concluded by the Majority, as to fay nothing a- 
gainſt it, we did, I confeſs, a very preſumptuous thing; 
but I hope, the Proteſtation of a ſingle Member in the 
magnified Minutes of 1640, againſt all the Canons of 
that Convocation paſſed in both Houſes, will a little 
protect ſuch a Number as Thirteen, about a matter 
done only in ours. And, if we ſtep out of the 
Convocation into a late on yo of — pre- 
paratory to it, we ſhall find one by himſelf proteſting 
againſt the Choice of different Members upon diffe- 
rent Writs, differently iſſued to different Perſons, to 
bring others together for different Ends. 

Sure, after ſuch an Example at leaſt, it will not be 
chought to have been ſo bold an Attempt for Thirteen 
Members of the Lower Houſe ot Convocation, who 
were proper Judges of their own Actions, to with- 
draw from a Seffions which they thought 1rregularly 
held, ſubnitting at the ſame time their Conduct here- 


In 
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in to their proper Superious, to whom they deſired 
not to be wanting in Duty; and for that reafon acted 
as they did, which they conceive, cou'd be no breach 
of any Obligation they were under, to that particular 
Houſe in which they bad che honour to fit. 

It is made a particular Fault in ſome few of the 
Subſcribers of rhis highly cenſured Paper, that = 
did not ſtay to the end of the Seffions May 8. and fo 
cpu d not atteſt the Fact they alledged. But, might they 
not ſtill diſapprove of it, when it was ſutficiently at- 
teſted by others, and confirm'd by the intermediate 
Seffions? And that was all their ſubſcribing amzunt- 
ed to. Had any other Act been done that day, un- 
queſtionably Faulty, and of dangerous Conſequence, 
wou'd none of the Members of Convocation have been 
at liberty formally to expreſs their Diſlike, but thoſe 
that were preſent? I ſuppoſe, Abſcnce wou'd not 
ſufficiently ſecure a Man in ſuch a Cafe ; and there- 
fore, none ought to be debarr'd ferting forth their 
diſallowance of a Practice they think themſelves in 
duty concern'd to oppoſe. : 

I can hardly think, the Exception againſt Dr. Ver- 
ney's Powers will weigh much with any conſidering 
Man in this matter; there was no need of conſtituting 
a formal Proxy to preſent ſuch an Addreſs, which we 
afterward profeſſed in the Houſe he made at our de- 
ſire. Nor were the Archbiſhop and Biſhops hindred 
trom receiving a particular Petition, which in its own 
nature coud nat come from the Houſe; by their Order, 
to receive ſuch Meſſages as came from the Houle, by 
the Prolocutor only, who was elected and approved 
for that very purpoſe. 

It betrays, as I ſaid before, a very weak Cauſe, when 
ſuch ObjeRicns as theſe are raiſcd againſt the fide that 
oppoſes it; it had been a much more ſubſtantial way, 
to have proved the Power of the Lower Houſe, to ſet 
aſide the Archbiſhop's Prorogaticns, and govern their 
Seſſions by Adjournments of their own had this 
been made out, we ſhould all have ſunk under fo plain 
a Conviction, and have ound our Addref: to have been 
very ill grounded: But, nothing of this being done 
in the Complaint againſt us, I cannot help thinking, 
Thar we, tho fewer in Number, were in the truer and 
ancienter way, and that the Practice we withdrew our 
ſelves from, was a pure Innovation. 

I am ſure, it does ſo much appear ſo to me, upon 
the beſt Conſideration I have ſince been able to give 
it, that I am farther tempted to think what may ar 
a diſtance appear perhaps a little uncharitable; that 
as much as ſome Men are againſt Alterations, yer ſtill 
for all this, ſuch as are in contempt of preſent Autho- 
rity, and diſturb the Order and Peace of che Church, 
are de ſirable things. 

when I find that Argument dropp'd, which was 
{> often uſed by them, Thar if it was not as they 
ſaid, however ir ought to be ſo; and when I ſee 
plain Precedents in former Regiſters, for the late 
Practice in the Lower Houſe of Convocation, I will 
ask pardon for. the Suggeſtion ; which till then, will 


have hut too mucli Foundition to ffand upon: 

And when any one Inſtance is produced, amounting: 
tothe entry of the Continuation, May 8, as I have tran-- 
ſeribed it from the Minutes above; I dare enęage that 
all rhe ſubſcribers of Dr. Verne) Paper, ſhall ſub- 
ſcribe another acknowledging their Errror in that; 
and joyn in any Act to preſerve the Right of the 


Lower Houfe, in point of Adjournments. 


But till chis is done, I muſt Conclude, that they who 
vg the occaffon to this Subfcription, made the 

rſt breach upon our Conſtitution, introduced a new and 
dangerous Pradice, interrupted the good Correſpondence - 
2 the two Fhiſes 'of Conxocation, and obſtructed the 

rther good thar m_ have come ot their mutu- 
al agreement: and that therefore, the Subſcribers 
themſelves are at leaſt as fit to fit in the Houle, 
as thoſe that were for excluding them upon this 
Account. 

It was indecd ſaid by ſeveral Members that there 
cou'd be no Inconvenience in allowing the Claim 
of the Lower Houſe; and that the Superiority of 
the Archbithop and Biſhops, wou'd ſtill be pre- 
ſerved tho' that was admitted: but how that ſhou'd 
be a Trifte for the Archhifhop and Biſhops to parc 
with, which was thought of the laſt Conſequence 
to the Inferiour Clergy to gain; I confeſs, I cannor- 
comprehend. If the Power of Adjournment con- 
tended for in the Lower Houſe, was of the Nature, 
Foundation and Eſſence of that Houſe, which they 
pretended to be, as we were conſtantly told; and it 
yet in fact the Lower Houſe never before excer- 
ciſed ſuch a Power: According to my little «kill 
in Logick, the admitting it now, wou'd make a. 
Fundamental and eſſential change in the State and 
Nature of an Engliſh Convocation. 

I have thought of theſe Matters as well as I 
cou'd, and fincerely lament the Diviſion, which I 
ſhou' d rejoice to fee at an end, but cannot hope for, 
till Truth is made the method of Peace; and the 
Convocation is permitted to be carried on by the fame 
conduct and rule that hashicherr2obrain'd : under which 
the buſineſs of the Church has hitherto been happily 
done; and which I confeſs in the main Parts, I canncr 
with ro be changed ; There ſeems to be nothing ſo 
fit as that we Presbyters, who apart are under the 
ordinary Juriſdiction of our ſeveral Bithops, ſhou'd 
when gathered together, remain in the ſame ſub- 
ordination to the whole College of them, which 
their different Order, and the ſtated Rules of Cor- 
vocation preſcribe; and ſhou d they incroach upon 
us, which I cannot yet ſee they have done, we who 
diſſented from the majority before, ſhou'd heartily 
joyn wich them in maintaining our eſtabliſhed Rights. 

And nothing can more tend to preferve both 
theirs and ours ; on the joint upholding of which. 
our Conſtitution depends: than a fair and impartial 
examining the Facts upon which they ſeverally ſtand, 
and a free diſpofition to ler that Cauſe prevail, 
which has the cleareſt ſupport. 


-I know 


I know the Diſcontinuance of Convocations, and 
the want of Records was pleaded laſt Year, as a 
Reaſon to look more narrowly into our Rights, and 
I have nothing againſt it, provided it makes, as it 
ought, our Enquiries modeſt ; and keeps us from 
wreſting any thing out of our Superiours Hands, 


And were the Differences between us put upon 
this Iſſue, in the preſent Convocation, as they oughr 
in equity to be; I am verily perſuaded, we ſhou'd 
not have any tedious Debates, but our common buſi- 
neſs wou'd go as quietly as I am ſure I wiſh 
it ſhou'd do: deſiring to approve my felt in Con- 


before we have ſufficient evidence to diſcern whether vocation, and out of it, a true Son of the Church 
it belongs to us or no: But as I thought it then, ſo of England; which is all the Ambition of 


1 ſtill think, it was a prepoſterous way, and of 


dangerous conſequence; to run on ſo 
we were ſo much in the dark. 

There is always that juſt preſumption on the fide 
of choſe in Authority; that they are not to be 
deveſted of a Power, they have been accuſtomed 
to excerciſe; till the Uſurpation is plainly made out: 


„ When 


Sir, 
Tour very 


Jau. 7. 1701. Humble Servant. 
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Printed for Richard Sare at Grays-Inn-Gate in Holborn, 1702. 
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